7
March 23, 2015

Economic Outlook, the Congressional Budg-
et Office shall provide a projection of Fed-
eral revenues, outlays, and deficits for the
30-year period beginning with the budget
year, expressed in terms of dollars and as a
percent of gross domestic product, as part of
its annual update required by Public Law 93—
344.

SEC. 418. REPORTING ON TAX EXPENDITURES.

The Director of the Congressional Budget
Office shall include in the report submitted
under section 202(e)(1) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974 the following:

(1) An estimate of the cost of tax expendi-
tures as a share of gross domestic product
for the budget year and the 9 years following
the budget year.

(2) Historical data on the cost of tax ex-
penditures as a share of gross domestic prod-
uct for each fiscal year beginning with fiscal
year 1965 and ending with the budget year.
SEC. 419. CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE ESTI-

MATES.

(a) REQUEST FOR SUPPLEMENTAL HESTI-
MATES.—In the case of any legislative provi-
sion to which this section applies, the Con-
gressional Budget Office shall prepare, to the
extent practicable, an estimate of the outlay
changes during the second and third decade
of enactment.

(b) LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS TO WHICH THIS
SECTION APPLIES.—This section shall apply
to any spending legislative provision—

(1) which proposes a change or changes to
law that the Congressional Budget Office de-
termines has an outlay impact in excess of
0.25 percent of the gross domestic product of
the United States during the first decade or
in the tenth year; or

(2) with respect to which the Chairman of
the Committee on the Budget of either the
Senate or the House of Representatives has
requested an estimate described in sub-
section (a).

SEC. 420. TO REQUIRE TRANSPARENT REPORT-
ING ON THE ONGOING COSTS AND
SAVINGS TO TAXPAYERS OF
OBAMACARE.

When the Congressional Budget Office re-
leases its annual update to the Budget and
Economic Outlook, the Congressional Budg-
et Office shall report changes in direct
spending and revenue associated with the
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act
(Public Law 111-148) and the Health Care and
Education Reconciliation Act of 2010 (Public
Law 111-152), including the net impact on
deficits, including both on-budget and off-
budget effects, in its annual update required
by Public Law 93-344. The information shall
be presented in a format similar to that of
table 2 of the Congressional Budget Office’s
March 20, 2010 estimate of the budgetary ef-
fects of the Health Care and Educational
Reconciliation Act of 2010, in combination
with the effects of H.R. 3590, the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act (PPACA), as
passed by the Senate.

SEC. 421. PROHIBITING THE USE OF GUARANTEE
FEES AS AN OFFSET.

In the Senate, for purposes of determining
budgetary impacts to evaluate points of
order under the Congressional Budget Act of
1974, this resolution, any previous budget
resolution, and any subsequent budget reso-
lution, provisions contained in any bill, reso-
lution, amendment, motion, or conference
report that increases or extends the increase
of, any guarantee fees of the Federal Na-
tional Mortgage Association and the Federal
Home Loan Mortgage Corporation shall not
be scored with respect to the level of budget
authority, outlays, or revenues contained in
such legislation.

Subtitle B—Other Provisions
SEC. 431. OVERSIGHT OF GOVERNMENT PER-
FORMANCE.

In the Senate, all committees are directed

to review programs and tax expenditures
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within their jurisdiction to identify waste,
fraud, abuse or duplication, and increase the
use of performance data to inform com-
mittee work. Committees are also directed
to review the matters for congressional con-
sideration identified on the Government Ac-
countability Office’s High Risk list and the
annual report to reduce program duplication.
Based on these oversight efforts and per-
formance reviews of programs within their
jurisdiction, committees are directed to in-
clude recommendations for improved govern-
mental performance in their annual views
and estimates reports required under section
301(d) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974
(2 U.S.C. 632(d)) to the Committees on the
Budget.
SEC. 432. BUDGETARY TREATMENT OF CERTAIN
DISCRETIONARY ADMINISTRATIVE
EXPENSES.

In the Senate, notwithstanding section
302(a)(1) of the Congressional Budget Act of
1974 (2 U.S.C. 633(a)(1)), section 13301 of the
Budget Enforcement Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 632
note), and section 2009a of title 39, United
States Code, the joint explanatory statement
accompanying the conference report on any
concurrent resolution on the budget shall in-
clude in its allocations under section 302(a)
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 to
the Committees on Appropriations amounts
for the discretionary administrative ex-
penses of the Social Security Administration
and of the Postal Service.

SEC. 433. APPLICATION AND EFFECT OF
CHANGES IN ALLOCATIONS AND AG-
GREGATES.

(a) APPLICATION.—Any adjustments of allo-
cations and aggregates made pursuant to
this resolution shall—

(1) apply while that measure is under con-
sideration;

(2) take effect upon the enactment of that
measure; and

(3) be published in the Congressional
Record as soon as practicable.

(b) EFFECT OF CHANGED ALLOCATIONS AND
AGGREGATES.—Revised allocations and ag-
gregates resulting from these adjustments
shall be considered for the purposes of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 621
et seq.) as allocations and aggregates con-
tained in this resolution.

(c) BUDGET COMMITTEE DETERMINATIONS.—
For purposes of this resolution the levels of
new budget authority, outlays, direct spend-
ing, new entitlement authority, revenues,
deficits, and surpluses for a fiscal year or pe-
riod of fiscal years shall be determined on
the basis of estimates made by the Com-
mittee on the Budget of the Senate.

SEC. 434. ADJUSTMENTS TO REFLECT CHANGES
IN CONCEPTS AND DEFINITIONS.

Upon the enactment of a bill or joint reso-
lution providing for a change in concepts or
definitions, the Chairman of the Committee
on the Budget of the Senate may make ad-
justments to the levels and allocations in
this resolution in accordance with section
251(b) of the Balanced Budget and Emergency
Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)).

SEC. 435. EXERCISE OF RULEMAKING POWERS.

Congress adopts the provisions of this
title—

(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power
of the Senate, and as such they shall be con-
sidered as part of the rules of the Senate and
such rules shall supersede other rules only to
the extent that they are inconsistent with
such other rules; and

(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of the Senate to change those
rules at any time, in the same manner, and
to the same extent as is the case of any other
rule of the Senate.
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 107—RECOG-
NIZING THE 70TH ANNIVERSARY
OF WHITE SANDS MISSILE
RANGE IN NEW MEXICO AND
COMMEMORATING THE TUNIQUE
PLACE IN HISTORY, AND NA-
TIONAL SECURITY IMPORTANCE,
OF THE RANGE

Mr. HEINRICH (for himself and Mr.
UDALL) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services:

S. REs. 107

Whereas on September 26, 1945, White
Sands Missile Range (at that time, known as
“White Sands Proving Ground’’) launched its
first rocket, a Tiny Tim Boomer, setting in
motion 7 decades of world-renowned develop-
ment, testing, and launches at White Sands
Missile Range;

Whereas White Sands Missile Range exists
as the premier research, development, test,
and evaluation facility for the United States
and excels in supporting missile development
and a diversity of other test programs for
the Army, Navy, Air Force, National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration, other
government agencies, and private industry;

Whereas White Sands Missile Range em-
ploys more than 13,000 civilians and honor-
able members of the Armed Forces, rep-
resenting the Army, Navy, and Air Force;

Whereas White Sands Missile Range is rec-
ognized as the ‘‘Birthplace of America’s Mis-
sile and Space Activity’” and holds a unique
place in history as the site of the first atom-
ic bomb testing, a site that later became
known as the ‘“‘Trinity Site National His-
toric Landmark’’;

Whereas White Sands Missile Range re-
mains the largest overland military test
range in the United States, occupying 3,200
square miles of southern New Mexico, and
the largest airspace controlled by the De-
partment of Defense, comprising 9,600 square
miles above ground, where the range con-
ducts unparalleled military testing;

Whereas White Sands Missile Range is in-
creasingly partnering with Holloman Air
Force Base and Fort Bliss to ensure that the
unique assets of the region are used to the
utmost extent to contribute to national se-
curity, including support of testing and
training that is realistic, large-scale, and
joint or combined;

Whereas White Sands Missile Range is a
home site of the Network Integration Eval-
uation, which is a series of semiannual eval-
uations led by members of the Armed Forces
that are designed to further integrate and
rapidly progress the tactical network of the
Army;

Whereas the most recent iteration of the
Network Integration Evaluation occurred in
October and November of 2014 and involved
3,900 members of the Armed Forces, allowing
the Army to stay on the cutting edge of
technology and providing an invaluable re-
source to national defense;

Whereas the Southern New Mexico-El Paso
Joint Land Use Study demonstrates the
strong relationship that White Sands Missile
Range shares with Holloman Air Force Base
and Fort Bliss in western Texas and indi-
cates that the range has an annual economic
impact of $1,717,289 on the region;

Whereas White Sands Missile Range has
the distinguished honor of hosting the an-
nual Bataan Memorial Death March, which
commemorates members of the Armed
Forces, and forces from the Philippines, who
fought and died defending the Philippines
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only hours after the start of the Japanese at-
tack on Pearl Harbor, and who, after a val-
iant defense of the Philippines, were cap-
tured by the Japanese and forced to march 65
miles without any food, water, or medical
care, while the Japanese systematically
abused them, leading to the deaths of many
of them; and

Whereas the mission of White Sands Mis-
sile Range remains as pertinent to national
security in 2015 as it was in 1945, and the
range should be preserved and strengthened
presently and for future generations: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) commemorates the 70th anniversary of
White Sands Missile Range in New Mexico;

(2) expresses gratitude and appreciation to
the commanders, members of the Armed
Forces, civilians, and other individuals who
have contributed to the mission and commu-
nity of White Sands Missile Range through-
out its 70-year history;

(3) recognizes the great impact that White
Sands Missile Range has made on national
security in the United States, particularly
its contributions in missile defense and
space technology;

(4) memorializes the sacrifice made by
brave members of the Armed Forces, and
forces from the Philippines, who defended
the Philippines and endured the Bataan
Death March; and

(6) encourages the preservation and
strengthening of White Sands Missile Range
presently and for future generations.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 321. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mrs.
SHAHEEN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the concurrent res-
olution S. Con. Res. 11, setting forth the con-
gressional budget for the United States Gov-
ernment for fiscal year 2016 and setting forth
the appropriate budgetary levels for fiscal
years 2017 through 2025; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 322. Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr. PORTMAN
(for himself, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. COTTON, and Mr.
HATCH)) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by Mr. McConnell to the con-
current resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 323. Mr. SANDERS (for himself and Mr.
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the concurrent res-
olution S. Con. Res. 11, supra.

SA 324. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 325. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 326. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 327. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 328. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 329. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 330. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.
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SA 331. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 332. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 333. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 334. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 335. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 336. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 337. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 338. Mr. MORAN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 339. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 340. Mr. REID submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the con-
current resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 341. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 342. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 343. Mr. COONS (for himself and Mr.
BENNET) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the concurrent res-
olution S. Con. Res. 11, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 344. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 345. Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Mr.
COONS) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the concurrent resolu-
tion S. Con. Res. 11, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 346. Ms. COLLINS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 347. Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr.
SULLIVAN, Mr. ROUNDS, Mr. INHOFE, Mr.
WICKER, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr.
CRAPO, Mr. COATS, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. VITTER,
Mr. ISAKSON, and Mr. MORAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 348. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 11,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

——————

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 321. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself
and Mrs. SHAHEEN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the concurrent resolution S.
Con. Res. 11, setting forth the congres-
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sional budget for the United States
Government for fiscal year 2016 and
setting forth the appropriate budgetary
levels for fiscal years 2017 through 2025;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND
RELATING TO ESTABLISHING A BI-
ENNIAL BUDGET AND APPROPRIA-
TIONS PROCESS.

The Chairman of the Committee on the
Budget of the Senate may revise the alloca-
tions of a committee or committees, aggre-
gates, and other appropriate levels in this
resolution for one or more bills, joint resolu-
tions, amendments, amendments between
the Houses, motions, or conference reports
relating to establishing a biennial budget
and appropriations process, by the amounts
provided in such legislation for those pur-
poses, provided that such legislation would
not increase the deficit over either the pe-
riod of the total of fiscal years 2016 through
2020 or the period of the total of fiscal years
2016 through 2025.

SA 322. Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr.
PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. BLUNT, Mr.
COTTON, and Mr. HATCH)) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
Mr. McCONNELL to the concurrent reso-
lution S. Con. Res. 11, setting forth the
congressional budget for the United
States Government for fiscal year 2016
and setting forth the appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal years 2017
through 2025; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . SPENDING-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND
RELATING TO THE EMPOWERMENT
OF STATES TO PROTECT CITIZENS
OF THE STATE FROM DAMAGING
REGULATIONS OF THE ENVIRON-
MENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY PUR-
SUANT TO THE CLEAN AIR ACT.

The Chairman of the Committee on the
Budget of the Senate may revise the alloca-
tions of a committee or committees, aggre-
gates, and other appropriate levels in this
resolution for one or more bills, joint resolu-
tions, amendments, amendments between
the Houses, motions, or conference reports
relating to providing any State the option of
opting out of the requirements of section
111(d) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7411(d))
if a Governor or legislative body of a State
determines that the requirements of that
section would increase retail electricity
prices with a disproportionate impact on
low-income or fixed-income households,
present a risk to electric reliability, impair
investments in existing electric generating
capacity, impair manufacturing and other
important sectors of the economy of the
State, decrease employment, or decrease
State and local revenues, by the amounts
provided in such legislation for those pur-
poses, provided that such legislation would
not raise new revenue and would not in-
crease the deficit over either the period of
the total of fiscal years 2016 through 2020 or
the period of the total of fiscal years 2016
through 2025.

SA 323. Mr. SANDERS (for himself
and Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution S. Con.
Res. 11, setting forth the congressional
budget for the United States Govern-
ment for fiscal year 2016 and setting
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